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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

This is in response to a restriction requirement, dated November 19, 1990, 
in the above-captioned patent application. 

The Examiner's Restriction Requirement: 

The Examiner has required restriction to one of the following groups: 

I. Claims 1-11 and 19-26; and 
II- Claims 12-18. 

Applicants traverse the restriction requirement with respect to claims in 
Groups I and II, which are drawn to bulking agents used in foods and a process 
for making the bulking agents. Applicants also traverse the requirement for 
election of a species within the elected Group. 

Applicants ' Election: 

Applicants hereby elect the claims in Group I, Claims 1-11 and 19-26, drawn 
to bulking agents or their combinations, for examination. Applicants also elect 
the species described in Claim 8, the depolymerized polysaccharides derivatived 
from tamarind seed gum, for examination if no generic claims is finally held to 
be allowable. Claims 1-8, 11, and 19-26 read on this species. 

Applicants' Remarks 

Applicants note that they will be entitled to consideration of claims to 
additional species of bulking agents upon allowance of the generic claims in 
Group I. 

With respect to Applicants* traversal of the restriction of Group I and II 
claims into separate groups, Applicants agree that these two groups represent 
patentably distinct inventions. However, Applicants note that substantially 
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identical search results may be expected from the search of depolymerized 
heteropolysaccharide bulking agent claims and the search of claims to processes 
for enzymatic depolymerization of heteropoly saccharides . Thus, the Examiner's 
restriction meets the first of two criteria of MPEP Section 803: the inventions 
are independent, but does not meet the second of the two criteria: that there 
must be a serious burden on the Examiner absent restriction. Therefore, valuable 
resources of the Patent Office and of Applicants would be preserved by treating 
Groups I and II as a single group (Claims 1-26). 

For these reasons. Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner's 
restriction requirement be withdrawn. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Mary E. Porjter, Reg. 1 
Patent Attorney 
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